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DETAILED ACTION 



Background 

1. This FINAL Office Action is responsive to the following communications: 
Amendment filed on 5/7/2007. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-16, and 18-21 are pending. Claims 1, 11, 16, 18, and 21 are 
independent in form. 

3. Arguments concerning the Examiner's rejections of claims 1, 3-5, 7-11, 
13-15, and 17-21, made under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) in the previous Office Action (dated 
2/23/2007) have been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the reasons set 
forth hereunder. 

4. In a first Office Action mailed 8/24/2006, claims 1, 3-5, 7-11, 13-15 and 17- 
21 were rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being unpatentable over Keely et al (U.S. 
Patent 6,891,551 B2, herein referred to as "Keely") and claims 2, 6, 12 and 16 were 
rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keely in view of Carroll et al 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication 2003/0103082 Al, herein referred to as "Carroll"). 
In an Amendment dated 11-20-2006, applicant amended the independent claims 1, 11 
and 21, and cancelled claims 7 and 17. 

5. In response to applicant's amendment dated 11/20/2006, the second and 
most recent Office Action was mailed 2/23/2007. In the second Office Action, in response 
to the applicant's amendment dated 11/20/2006, the Examiner agreed with the 
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applicant with regard to the 35 USC 102(e) rejection of claims 1, 3-5, 7-11, 13-15 and 
17-21 and those rejections were withdrawn. 

6. Applicant is correct in that the inclusion of Paragraph #8 of the previous 
Office Action (dated 2/23/2007) was a typographical/typesetting error. It was 
inadvertently re-included. Accordingly, Paragraph 8 of the previous Office Action 
(dated 2/23/2007) is hereby withdraw. 

7. The earlier rejection of claims 2 and 12 in the First Office Action was not 
withdrawn and is continued. In the Second Office Action mailed 2-23-2007, claims 1-6, 
8-16 and 18-21 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keely, 
claims 2 and 12 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keely in 
view of Carroll, and claims 6 and 16 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) over Keely in 
view of the newly cited reference to Nakayama (U.S. 5,737,618, herein referred to as 
"Nakayama"). 

8. Arguments concerning the Examiner's rejections of claims 2, 6, 12, and 
16, made under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in the previous Office Action (dated 2/23/2007) have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the reasons set forth hereunder. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of 
this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought 
to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was 
made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-6, 8-16 and 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Keely et al. (US Pat. No. 6,891,551 B2). 

As to independent claim 1, Keely et al. teach a method for facilitating 
modification of the extent of a selected block of information in a displayed presentation 
for further processing of said block (resizing of a selection, col. 2 line 51), said method 
comprising: receiving a first input from a user for defining a first endpoint of said 
selected block of information (e.g. clicking with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56); displaying 
a first endpoint marker at said first endpoint (e.g. selection handle 602a, col. 9, lines 5- 
9; see also Figs. 6A,6B, 6C); receiving a second input from said user for defining a 
second endpoint of said selected block of information (e.g. dragging with a mouse, col. 5, 
lines 51-56); displaying a second endpoint marker at said second endpoint, said selected 
block of information being defined by said first and second endpoint markers (e.g. 
selection handle 602b, col. 9, lines 5-9; see also Figs. 6A,6B, 6C); and enabling said user 
to move either said first or second endpoint markers in order to correspondingly modify 
said extent of said selected block of information (selection area resizes itself as the user 
moves the selection handles, col. 9, lines 30-35). 

Keely et al. do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers being 
displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi- 
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transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers. However, Keely et al does disclose that the body connecting the a semi- 
transparent markers, that extends completely over and covers all selected text, is semi- 
transparent. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers because Keely et al suggests it is desirable to have a 
semi-transparent selection tool that permits the underlying text to be viewable through 
the tool. Keely et al, state, "The body 301 may alternatively be of a predefined color, 
and may be translucent or transparent to allow reading of selected/highlighted text, 
(col. 5, lines 30-42)(emphasis added). This would be especially obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made because Keely et al further 
teach, "Selection body 301 represents the selected portions of data..." (col. 5, lines 30- 
42). These teachings further combined with the suggestion that it, "may be 
advantageous for providing real-time feedback to the user regarding the selected data. 
If, after resizing the selection area 601, the user wishes to further resize the area, the 
user can simply drag once again on a selection handle." ( col. 9, lines 30-40) would have 
motivated one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
made the endpoint markers, semi-transparent markers, overlaying displayed content to 
enable a semi-transparent view of the said displayed content, as viewed through said 
one of said endpoint markers. 
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Keely et al do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers being 
displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi- 
transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one . of said endpoint markers as a result of the suggestions and motivations of 
Keely et al, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 

As to independent claim 21, Keely et al. teach a system for processing a selected 
block of information in a displayed presentation, said system comprising: a system bus 
("system bus 130," coL 3, lines 22-23); a CPU device connected to said system bus 
("processing unit 110," col. 3, line 20); an input device connected to said system bus, 
said input device being arranged to enable user input to said system (input "keyboard," 
col. 3, line 58); a display device connected to said system bus (display "monitor 107," col. 
3, line 67); and memory means connected to said system bus ("memory 120," col. 3, line 
26), said memory means containing code executable ("program modules," col. 3, line 55) 
by said CPU device for receiving a first user input from a user for defining a first 
endpoint of a selected block of information (e.g. clicking with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51- 
56) and displaying a first endpoint marker at said first endpoint. (e.g. selection handle 
602a, col. 9, lines 5-9; see also Figs. 6A,6B, 6C), said system being further operable for 
receiving a second input from said user (e.g. dragging with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56) 
for defining a second endpoint of said selected block of information and displaying a 
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second endpoint marker at said second endpoint (e.g. selection handle 602b, col. 9, lines 
5-9; see also Figs. 6A,6B, 6C), said selected block of information being defined by said 
first and second endpoint markers, said system being further operable for enabling said 
user to move either said first or second endpoint markers by using said input device in 
order to correspondingly modify said extent of said selected block of information 
(selection area resizes itself as the user moves the selection handles, col. 9, lines 30-35). 

Keely et al. do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers being 
displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi- 
transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers as a result of the suggestions and motivations of 
Keely et al, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 

As to dependent claim 3, Keely et al. further teach the limitations of claim 1 
wherein said first endpoint marker (handle 302a, Fig. 3) is visibly different from said 
second endpoint marker (handle 302b, Fig. 3). As shown in Fig. 3 below, handle 302a 
points to the left, whereas handle 302b points to the right. 
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FIG. 3 

Fig. 3 of Keelyetal. 

Keely et al do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers being 
displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi- 
transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers as a result of the suggestions and motivations of 
Keely et al, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 

As to dependent claims 4 and 5, Error! Reference source not found, further 
teach the limitations of claim 3 wherein the first endpoint marker is visibly designed to 
indicate a beginning of said selected block of information ("upstream" handle, col. 6, 
lines 44-46); and said second endpoint marker is visibly designed to indicate an end of 
said'selected block of information ("downstream" handle, col. 6, lines 44-46). 
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Keely et aL do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers being 
displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi- 
transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers as a result of the suggestions and motivations of 
Keely et aL, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 

As to dependent claim 8, Error! Reference source not found, further teach 
the limitations of claim 1 wherein enabling comprises responding to a user's movement 
of a mouse device' (e.g. dragging with a mouse, col. 5, lines 51-56) to enable a 
corresponding movement of a displayed cursor to a selected one of said first or second 
endpoint markers (handle being moved, col. 5, line 49) said method further being 
operable in response to an actuation of a switch associated with said mouse device 
(clicking, col. 5, lines 53) in combination with a movement of said mouse device to move 
said selected one of said first or second endpoint markers in response to a movement of 
said mouse device (Movement of one or more selection handles 302 may be 
accomplished in many ways, such as clicking and dragging with a mouse" col. 5, lines 
51-56) to a new location thereby changing the extent of the selected block of information 
("For selecting text, the dragging of a selection handle 302 may increase or decrease 
portions of the current selection body 301..." col. 5, lines 46-51). 
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Keely. et ah do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers being 
displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi- 
transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers as a result of the suggestions and motivations of 
Keely et ah, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 

As to dependent claims 9 and 10, Keely et ah further teach the limitations of 
claim 8 wherein the selected block of information is shortened (...dragging of a selection 
handle 302 may... decrease portions of the current selection body 301..." col. 5, lines 46- 
51) or extended (...dragging of a selection handle 302 may increase... portions of the 
current selection body 301..." col. 5, lines 46-51) in response to movement of the one of 
the first or second endpoint markers. 

Keely et ah do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers being 
displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi- 
transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint 
markers. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers as a result of the suggestions and motivations of 
Keely et ah, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 
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As to dependent claims 11, 13-15, and 17-20, the only differences between these 
claims are that they are directed toward a storage medium defined by identical 
processes recited in claims 1, 3-5, and 7-10, respectively . Accordingly, these claims are 
rejected for the same reasons as set forth above. 

11. Claims 2 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Keely et al in view of Carroll et al (US PGPUB 2003/0103082 Al). 

As to dependent claim 2, Error! Reference source not found, teach the 
limitations as set forth in claim 1, above. Error! Reference source not found, do not 
expressly disclose at least one of the first and second endpoint markers displayed as a 
rectangular block and do not expressly disclose at least one of said endpoint markers 
being displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed content to enable a 
semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through said one of said 
endpoint markers. 

However, Carroll et al. is cited for teaching at least one of the first and second 
endpoint markers displayed as a rectangular block ("cursor 104," para. [0025]; See also 
Figs. 1, and 3-6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the "rectangular block" disclosed in Carroll et al to 
display the endpoint markers disclosed in Keely et al. because Carroll et al: (1) is 
directed to the same problem of the initiation and termination of select functions ("The 
initiation and termination of the select function can be accomplished by a number of 
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techniques, including keystroke input and mouse input," para. [0004]); (2) is in the 
same field of endeavor of "[selecting] regions in an electronic text to edit the selected 
region on a continuous basis, without destroying the original highlighting and forcing 
the user to re-bracket the entire section." Abstract); and (3) Carroll et al. suggests the 
desirability of using a "rectangular block" ("cursor 104," para. [0025]; See also Figs. 1, 
and 3-6) for the advantage of allowing "...a user to select text by moving a cursor from 
left to right and top to bottom [so that] the whole region of text desired to be 
highlighted does not have to be rebuilt every time a change is made." (Abstract). It 
would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers as a result of the suggestions and motivations of 
Keely et al, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 

As to dependent claim 12, the only difference between this claim and claim 2 is 
that it is directed toward a storage medium defined by the identical processes recited in 
claim 2. Accordingly, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the 
treatment of claim 2, above. 

12. Claims 6 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Keely et ah in view of Nakayama et al (US 5,737,618 A). 

As to dependent claim 6, Error! Reference source not found. Keely et al. 
teach the limitations as set forth in claim 1, above. Error! Reference source not 
found. Keely et al. do not expressly disclose at least one of the first and second endpoint 
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markers displayed as a bracket symbol and do not expressly disclose at least one of said 
endpoint markers being displayed as a semi-transparent marker overlaying displayed 
content to enable a semi-transparent view of said displayed content as viewed through 
said one of said endpoint markers. 

However, Nakayama et al. is cited for teaching at least one of the first and 
second endpoint markers displayed as a bracket symbol ("a bracket position specifier 6 
for specifying positions of starting and ending points between which a bracket specified 
by the data stored in the bracket specification storage 5 is to be located...," col. 8, lines 
25-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was. made, to have used the "bracket" disclosed in Nakayama et al. to display 
the endpoint markers disclosed in Keely et al. because Nakayama et al.: (1) is directed 
to the same problem of the initiation and termination of select functions in document 
processing systems such as word processors ("document processing systems such as 
word processors, personal computers, electronic diaries that are capable of editing 
documents," col. 1, lines 5-18); (2) is in the same field of endeavor of "displaying 
brackets extending across plural lines"( col. 1, lines 5-18); and (3) Nakayama et al. 
explicitly teaches the advantage: "to provide a document processing system which can 
determine a symbol input position based on the arrangement of document data when a 
symbol such as bracket symbol or graphic symbol extending across plural lines or 
columns is input, thereby facilitating the operation of designating the symbol input 
position." (col. 7, lines 50-59). It would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill 
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in the art, at the time the invention was made, to have used the a semi-transparent 
marker overlaying displayed content to enable a semi-transparent view of said 
displayed content as viewed through said one of said endpoint markers as a result of 
the suggestions and motivations of Keely et al, addressed in the treatment of claim 1. 

As to dependent claim 16, the only difference between this claim and claim 6 is 
that it is directed toward a storage medium defined by the identical processes recited in 
claim 6. Accordingly, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the 
treatment of claim 6, above. 

Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments, see p. 7-8, filed 5/7/2007 with respect to the 
Rejection(s) cited by the Examiner in the previous Office Action (dated 2/23/2007), of 
claim(s) Claims 1-6, 8-16 and 18-21 under 102(e) have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues: 

It is clear that Keely does not see the problem of marker 
obscuration much less disclose or suggest a solution even though he is 
looking directly at the problem in his Figure 6A and Figure 6B. Thus, it is 
submitted that independent claims 1, 11, and 21 cannot be obvious under 
35 USC 103(a) over Keely since Keely, one of more than ordinary skill in 
the art, nowhere even recognizes the problem of marker obscuration much 
less discloses a solution. 

In response to applicant's argument that Keely does not see the problem of 
marker obscuration, the fact that applicant has recognized another advantage 
which would flow naturally from following the suggestion of the prior art cannot be 
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the basis for patentability when the differences would otherwise be obvious. See Ex 
parte Obiaya, 227 USPQ 58, 60 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1985). 

14. Applicant's arguments, see p. 8-10, filed 5/7/2007, with respect to the 
Rejection(s) cited by the Examiner in the previous Office Action (dated 2/23/2007), of 
claim(s) Claim 6 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Keely et al. in view 
of Carroll et al. have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues: 

Keely actually teaches away from the present invention rather than 
suggesting or rendering obvious the present invention. Although Keely is 
aware of the technique of translucency in blocking selected text, he simply 
does not teach, disclose or even suggest the use of translucent "selection 
handles". 



In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Applicant argues: 

Further, with regard to the rejection of claims 2 and 12 under 35 USC 103(a) 
over Keely in view of Carroll, it is noted that Carroll also does not disclose or 
even suggest the transparent marker feature, and, in fact, Carroll does not even 
disclose markers at all since he refers to block 104 as a "cursor" which is moved 
by keystrokes 116. 
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In response to applicant's argument that Carroll also does not disclose or even 
suggest the transparent marker feature, the intended use of the claimed invention 
must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art 
in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior 
art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Conclusion 

15. All prior art made of record in this Office Action or as cited on form PTO- 
892 notwithstanding being relied upon, is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
Therefore, Applicant is required under 37 CFR §1. 111(c) to consider these references 
fully when responding to this Office Action. 

16. THIS ACTION . IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and 
any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date 
of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Samir Termanini at telephone number is (571) 270- 
1047. The Examiner can normally be reached from 9 A.M. to 6 P.M., Monday through 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information . about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
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